IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C.T.RAVIKUMAR
FRIDAY, THE 6TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2015/15TH KARTHIKA, 1937

Con.Case(C).No. 230 of 2015 (S) IN WP(C).No.20371/2014

AGAINST JUDGMENT IN WP(C).No0.20371/2014 DATED 11.8.2014

PETITIONER(S)/PETITIONERS IN THE WRIT PETITION:

MOIDEEN @ KUNHIMOIDEEN @ MOIDEENKUTTY
AGED 60 YEARS, S/O0.ABDUL RAHIMAN, CHIRANKARA VEEDU,
(P.O) PULASSERY, OTTAPALAM, PALAKKAD DISTRICT.

BY ADV. SRI.K.RAVI (PARIYARATH)

RESPONDENT(S)/3RD RESPONDENT IN THE WRIT PETITION:

1.MR.SOLAMAN ZAVIER
(FATHER'S NAME, AGE AND PERSONAL ADDRESS NOT KNOWN TO THE
PETITIONERS)
SECRETARY, KOPPAM GRAMA PANCHAYATH
PALAKKAD DISTRICT-678001

*2.SMT.VIJAYALAKSHMI
SECRETARY, KOPPAM GRAMA PANCHAYATH, PALAKKAD
DISTRICT.

*(IMPLEADED AS ADDL.R2 AS PER ORDER DATED 22.06.2015 IN IA 202/2015.)
R1 BY ADV. SRI.SANTHOSH P.PODUVAL
R1 BY ADV. SMT.R.RAJITHA
R1 BY ADV. SRI.K.D.SREEVISAKH

THIS CONTEMPT OF COURT CASE (CIVIL) HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD ON
06-11-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



C.0.(C).230/2015

APPENDIX
PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS:

ANNEXURE-I:CERTIFIED COPY OF THE JUDGMENT IN W.P.(C).NO.20371/2014
DATED 11.8.2014.

ANNEXURE II:TRUE COPY OF THE COVERING LETTER SUBMITTED ALONG WITH
THE JUDGMENT DATED 23.09.2014.

ANNEXURE III:TRUE OPY OF THE RECEIPT EVIDENCING RECEIPT OF THE
JUDGMENT ISSUED FROM THE OFFICE OF THE RESPONDENT
DATED 23.09.2014.

RESPONDENTS' EXHIBITS:

EXT.R1(A):TRUE COPY OF ORDER NO.E1-7/2014 DATED 25.10.14 OF DEPUTY
DIRECTOR OF PANCHAYAT, PALAKKAD AND ITS TRANSLATION.

EXT.R1(B):TRUE COPY OF COMMUNICATION SENT TO SECRETARY, KOPPAM
GRAMA PANCHAYAT.

EXT.R1(C):TRUE COPY OF REPLY RECEIVED FROM SECRETARY, KOPPAM GRAMA
PANCHAYAT, DTD.16.3.2015.

//TRUE COPY//

P.A.TO JUDGE



C.T. RAVIKUMAR, J.

C.0.(C) No.230 OF 2015

Dated this the 6™ day of November, 2015

JUDGMENT

The captioned contempt case has been filed alleging wilful
disobedience with the directions of this Court in judgment dated
11.8.2014 in W.P.(C).No.20371 of 2014. When this matter is taken up
for consideration, the learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that
the directions in the aforesaid judgment have been complied with.
Recording the said submission, this contempt case is closed.

Sd/-
C.T.RAVIKUMAR

(JUDGE)

spc/



W.P.(C). 2

C.T. RAVIKUMAR, J.

JUDGMENT

September, 2010



W.P.(O).



